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General Legal Requirements

In managing public lands and developing resource management 'plan's the Bureau of
Land Management (hereinafter “BLM™) must adhere to a number of important statutory
requirements, including the following:

» The National Environmental Policy Act (hereinafter “NEPA”) requires agency
environmental impact statements (hereinafter “EIS”) to confain a discussion and analysis
of the direct, indirect and cumulative environmental impacts from the relevant projects or .
actions, 42 U.S.C. § 4332(C); 40 C.F.R. 1508.7. In addition, NEPA requires that EISs
identify and discuss alternatives to the proposed action, 42 U.S.C. § 4332(C). NEPA also
mandates, as essential to the fulfiliment of the former two requirements, that EISs
describe the existing environmental conditions in the affected area. 40 C.F.R. 1502.15.

* The Federal Land Policy and Management Act (hereinafter “FLPMA”) requires that the
BLM “take any action necessary to prevent unnecessary or undue degradation of the
lands” and “minimize adverse impacts on the natural, environmental, scientific, cultural,
and other resources and values (including fish and wildlife habitat) of the public lands
involved.” 43 U.S.C. §§ 1732(b), 1732(d)(2)(a). Under FLPMA, the BLM must “prepare
and maintain on a continuing basis an inventory of all public lands and their resources
and their values,” giving priority to areas of critical environmental concern (“ACECs”).

- 43 U.S.C. § 1711(a). “This inventory shall be kept current so as to reflect changes in
conditions and to identify new and emerging resource and other values.” 43 U.S.C. §
1711(a). The resources inventory is intended to form the basis of the land use pianning -
process, 43 U.8.C. § 1701(a)(2). As courts have found, it is arbitrary and capricious for
BLM to approve a management plan based on “outdated and inadequate inventories” of
affected resources on public lands. See CBD et. al., v. BLM, 422 F. Supp. 2d 1115, 1167
(N D. Cal. 2006); OM)A V. Rasmussen, 451 F.Supp. 2d 1202, 1213 (D. Or. 2006).

. The Endangered Species Act (hereinafter “ESA”) provides that each “Federal agency
shall, in consultatlon with and with the assistance of the Secretary [of the Interior], insure
that any” agency action “is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any
endangered species or threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse
modification” of such species’ critical habitat. 16 USC § 1536(a)(2).

» President Nixon signed Executive Order 11644 in 1972. That order mandates that Off
Road Vehicle (ORV) use shall only be permitted on public lands in accordance with the
following criteria:
(a) Areas and trails shall be located to minimize damage to soil, watershed,
vegetation, air, or other resources of the public lands, and to prevent impairment
of wilderness suitability. :
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o All federaily designated critical habitat that occurs on the BLM lands within the plan arca
should be limited to a 1% development cap (not just SKR as proposed in the RMP at 2-
40)ata maximum to aid in the recove‘r-y of federa]ly 1iste'd species within the plan area,

RMP Fails to Integtate Exlstmg HCP/NCCP Requlrements

In order to help assure that meanmgful conservatlon is achieved by HCPs and NCCPs the
RMP should unequivocally designate all public lands within the reserve boundaries identified in
existing (and future plans) as Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC), and exclude
development in these ACEC in compliance with the goals of the HCP/NCCPs. The designation
of these important conservation areas as Wildlife Habitat Management Areas (WHMAS)
provides no protection from development in practice.

Areas of Critical Environmental Concern

All of the areas (both existing and proposed) identified in Appendix H have significant
conservation values and should be'included as ACECs in the RMP. In particular the Western
Riverside County ACEC needs to be adopted and development excluded, because the Western -
Riverside HCP/NCCP includes all of these lands as“conserved public lands™ and relies on their - -
conservation as a key part of the plan’s conservation strategy. Any development on these lands-
would severely impact the integrity of the reserve design assembly for. the whole HCP/NCCP
upon which numerous cities and oounty departments depend on for “take” of federally and state
Ilsted endangered spec1es ' : : =

Other proposed ACECs are also of great value to exxstmg conservatlon strategles -
including connectivity for biological-organisms at muitiple scales. -

Grazing

The RMP approaches grazing in an outdated manner. Because of the extremely sensitive
nature of the lands within the South Coast region and the number of rare and endangered species
that rely upon them, grazing should be implemented only as a tool for habitat enhancement.
Therefore we request that BLM add an additional grazing alternative that cancels the identified -
allotments and instead limits grazing to a beneficial use for species habitat enhancement, with
clear quantltatlve goals and objectives establlshed to achleve these goals.

0il and Gas Leasing Needs to Be Phased Out .

While national energy mdependenoe isan 1mporta.nt natlonal goal, we need to
immediately transition to renewable energy sources in order to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
and avoid the worst consequences of global warming. Therefore, the RMP needs to include a-
bold strategy to phase out all existing oil and gas leases and allow no new oil and gas leases
within the South Coast region, .
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Conclusion

The BLM should craft an RMP that will protect the unique and highly sensitive resources
of the South Coast BLM lands. While Alternative B is the proposed conservation alternative, it .
still fails to include all appropriate actions to ensure that the resources are truly protected as
noted above : .

. Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on the RMP/DEIS. Please fully
consider the points listed above. We are happy to discuss any questions, concerns, or responses
you have in relation to our comments, protecting wilderness characteristics, or other creative -
ways to help BLM with this planmng effort. Please add us to the list for future correspondence
on this issue. -

Respectfully submitted,

W 9l oD
_ fleene Anderson
Biologist/Public Lands Descrt Dlrector
Center for Biological Dlversﬁy
8033 Sunset Blvd., #447

Los Angeles, CA 90046
323-654-5943
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Sincerely’,

St G s

g Kgthleen Martyn Goforth; Manager
“Envirotimental Review Office
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U.S. EPA DETAILED COMMENTS ON THE SOUTH COAST DRAFT RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN AND -
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT, SAN DIEGO, RIVERSIDE, SAN BERNARDINO, ORANGE, AND
LOS ANGELES COUNTIES, CALIFORNIA, DECEMBER 19, 2011

Air Quality

The EPA believes that the Draft RMP/EIS contains insufficient information to evaluate and disclose
potential impacts to air quality (including cumulative and indirect impacts) and air quality related values
for all the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for each fully evaluated alternative. The South Coast
Planning Area encompasses portions of four air basins (Mojave, Salton Sea, San Diego, and South
Coast) that are regulated by four air pollution control districts or air quality management districts
(Antelope Valley AQMD, Mojave Desert AQMD, San Diego APCD and South Coast AQMD). These
basins are in nonattainment for a variety of federally classified criteria pollutants, including ozone and
PM3 5 and PMyy. The DEIS includes a general description of how federal actions conform to State
Implementation Plans (SIP), and provides a qualitative account of activities in the Planning Area that
generate air pollutants, but does not state whether a general conformity determination has been made for
the preferred alternative, and if so, whether it conforms to the SIPs for the air basins contained within
the Planning Area. |

Recommendations: o
. o Clarify in the Final RMP/EIS the General Conformity regulatory framework and how it
applies to the proposed RMP and future project-specific implementation. The Final RMP/EIS
- should demonstrate conformity for all pollutants for the air basins within the Planning Area
that are in nonattainment or maintenance status, and whose construction or operational
emissions would exceed the applicable de minimis levels. Conformity may be demonstrated
~ by showing that the total direct and indirect emissions from the action are specifically
identified and accounted for in the SIP.
e If analysis of general conformity to the SIP is more appropriate at the project-specific
analysis level, we recommend the Final RMP/EIS include a specific commitment to future
. project-specific general conformity analysis.

Mitigation

In light of the poor air quality in the majority of the Planning Area, the EPA recommends the Final
RMP/EIS include commitments to aggressive air quality mitigation measures during future project-
specific construction. Future construction-related emissions of nitrogen oxides, a precursor for ozone
and secondary PM formation, and direct PM could exacerbate nonattainment air quality standards and
contribute to adverse cumulative air quality impacts. Mitigation measures will be necessary to reduce
these construction emissions.

The EPA supports incorporating mitigation strategies to minimize fugitive dust emissions, as well as
emission controls for PM and ozone precursors for construction-related activity. In addition to all
applicable local, state, or federal requirements, the EPA recommends that the following mitigation
measures be included in project-specific Construction Emissions Mitigation Plans in order to reduce
impacts associated with emissions of PM, NOx, ROGs and other toxics from construction-related
activities: '

Recommendations: '
Fugitive Dust Source Controls:



Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering and/or applying water or
chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate at active and inactive sites during
workdays, weekends, holidays, and windy conditions; :

Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate, and operate water
trucks for stabilization of surfaces under windy conditions; and -

-Prevent spillage when hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment and limit

speeds to 15 miles per hour. Limit speed of earth-moving equipment to 10 mph.

Mobile and Stationary Source Controls:

Plan construction scheduling to minimize vehicle trips;

Limit idling of heavy equipment to less than 5 minutes and verify through unscheduled
inspections (Note: The California Air Resources Board has a number of mobile source anti--
idling requirements, see their website at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/truck-idling/truck-
idling htm);

Maintain and tune engines per manufacturer’s specifications te perform at CARB and/or
EPA certification [evels, prevent tampering, and conduct unscheduled inspections to ensure
these measures are followed;

If practicable, Iease new, clean equipment meeting the most strmgent of applicable Federal'
or State Standards®. In general, commit to the best available emissions control technology.
Tier 4 engmes should be used for project construction equipment to the maximum extent
feasﬂ)le

Lackmg availability of non-road construction equipment that meets Tler 4 engine standards,

- the responsible agency should commit to using CARB and EPA-verified particulate traps,

oxidation catalysts and other appropriate controls where suitable to reduce emissions of
diesel particulate matter and other pollutants at the construction site; and
Consider alternative fuels such as natural gas and electricity (plug-in or battery).

Administrative controls:

Prepare an inventory of all equipment prior to construction and identify the suitability of add-
on emission controls for each piece of equipment before groundbreaking;

Develop a construction traffic and parking management plan that maintains traffic flow and
plan construction to minimize vehicle trips; and

Identify sensitive receptors in the project area, such as children, elderly, and infirmed, and

specify the means by which you will minimize impacts to these populations (e.g. locate
construction equipment and staging zones away from sensitive receptors and building air
intakes).

Hfdraglic Fracturing

Many of the oil fields in California, including those located in the South Coast Planning Area, are past
their peak production rates, with many nearing the end of the reserves that can be extracted
economically. However, due to higher oil prices and new technologies, enhanced oil recovery
techniques and horizontal drilling could significantly increase the percentage of oil recovered profltably

" EPA's website for nonroad mobile sources is hitp://www.epa.gov/nonroad/.

* For ARB emissions standards, see: hitp//www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/offroad/offroad. htm,
? Diesel engines < 25 hp rated power started phasing in Tier 4 Model Years in 2008. Larger Tier 4 diesel engines wﬂl be
phased in depending on the rated power (e.g., 25 hp - <75 hp 2013; 75 hp - < 175 hp: 2012-2013; 175 hp - <750 hp: 2011 -
2013; and > 750 hp 2011-2015).
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The Draft RMP/EIS does not specify whether hydrauhc fracturing will be utilized, nor does it assess the
number of wells that presently, or in the future,. would iitilize hydrauhc fracturmg

The Final RMP/EIS should fully d1scuss the extent to whlch hydraulic fracturmg may be utilized and the
areas where such activity could take place. The potential long-term impacts of dewatering and hydraulic
fracturing to groundwater, and potential sources of drinking water could be severe if not managed
appropriately. Contamination associated with hydraulic fracturing in the Plannmg Area could threaten
the suitability of the aquifers for future use. :

Recommendations: '
. e Discuss, in the Final RMP/EIS, the potential use of hydraulic fracturing in future well dnlhng
~ under each alternative, including the no action alternative.
 »  Analyze the potential impacts to groundwater resources in arcas where hydraulic fracturing .
may occur.

e Incorporate, into the Final RMP/EIS, all measures to ensure groundwater resource protection
from hydraulic fracturing, and describe any steps necessary to ensure BLM incorperates such
measures into its permits.

e Identify, in the Final RMP/EIS, the potentlal future requirements applicable to operators for
gathering information on water quality and depth of useable groundwater, and subsequently
complying with protective requirements, as appropriate.

Climate Change

The DEIS provides only limited information about the greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions that would be
generated in the Planning Areas once the Resource Management Plan is implemented. This is a concern,
because both Executive Order 13514 and Secretarial Order No. 3289, among other directives, have
charged the BLM with accounting for, and reducing, emissions resulting from federal land management
practices, and considering and analyzing potential climate change impacts when developing multi-year
management plans. Considering that the RMP, once implemented, will guide resource management
decisions in the Planning Area for years to come, the BLM should choose an alternative that minimizes
and mitigates GHG emissions to the greatest reasonable extent.

The DEIS also provides little detail about how climate change may affect the Planning Area. In the -
section labeled “Global Climate Change” on page 3-6, the BLM states that climate change may impact
future water supplies and inciease the “intensity and frequency of extreme storm events,” and later, on
page 4-213, that climate change could “increase the potential for wildland fires in frequency and
intensity.” There are no detailed descriptions, however, of how potential climate change effects,
including the expected decreases in surface and groundwater, and warming of the Planning Area (which
is stated in the DEIS as a potential statewide average temperature increase of 3 to 10.5 degrees
Fahrenheit by 2100), may affect the 62 special status species that are known or suspected to occur on
BLM lands. The EPA believes that the long duration of this management plan (most likely two or three
decades), and the extreme warming anticipated to occur in the Planning Area, warrants a climate change
mitigation and adaptation plan to account for, minimize, and mitigate the effects of climate change..

Recommendations:

The BLM should consider whether a quantitative comparlson of proj ected GHG emissions for
the preferred alternative, as well as the other alternatives, would be useful to decision-makers
and the public, and, if so, include this information in the Final EIS. The FEIS should also
identify options for minimizing and mitigating greenhouse gas emissions.
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The Final RMP/EIS should discuss the applicability of, and utilize as appropriate, the climate
change and carbon tools highlighted by the Forest Service’s Climate Change Resource Center.
~ Additional information at: http://www.fs.fed. us/ccrc/tools/

The BI.M should describe how climate change may affect Planning Area sensitive species, and
include a climate change mitigation and adaptation plan in the Final RMP/EIS.

Development of Renewable Energy and Transmission Lines

The South Coast Planning Area has been identified as a region of considerable renewable energy
potential, particularly wind. The DEIS states on page 3-129 that the BLM has “already received

numerous inquiries for wind energy development.” The Planning Area is also characterized in the DEIS
as having moderate to high potential for geothermal resources. For solar, the DEIS states that “no
inquires or applications regarding the development of solar energy have been submitted for public lands
in the South Coast Plarning Area.” Tt is still unclear, however, what the renewable energy development
scenario is for the Planning Area, and how this potential development may be informed by the
BLM/DOE Solar Energy Development Programmatlc EIS and the Desert Renewable Energy -
Conservation Proj ect (DRECP).

Recommendation:

The EPA recommends that the BLM provide additional information in the Final RMP/EIS
detailing the suitability of the-South Coast Planning Area for renewable energy development,
anticipated renewable energy and transmission projects (both pending, and reasonably
foreseeable), and how changes resulting from the Solar Programmatic EIS and the DRECP will
be incorporated into the South Coast RMP/EIS.
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degraded or destroyed. Cattle browse on oak species saplings, destroying the
reproduction of whole colonies of cak woodlands. -

Therefore, Grazing Allotments should be greatly reduced with an eventual goal of their
elimination. Alternative Plans B and D are an improvement over Plan A, but do not go far
enough in curtailing this outdated use of public lands.

Arcas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC)—

The open spaces around Campo in San Diego County contain the biologically important
La Posta Linkage, which provides large mammal movement between the Laguna
Mountains and Mexico. Such linkages are very rare in San Diego County and are easily
disrupted by human activity and development. For this reason, all BLM lands within the
La Posta Wildlife Linkage should be considered for “Proposed ACEC Designation”,
including BLM lands along the border in this area and the BLM lands surrounding the La -
Posta Mountain Warfare Training Center.

In general, all ACECs should EXCLUDE grazing, oil and mineral exploitation, ROWs,
and OHV use. Plan B ACEC policies are superior and should be adopted.

Route of Travel Designations —

In Plan D, Route BML0012 (.29 miles) in Cameron Corners is designated as “Limit to
street legal”. It should be re-designated “Closed-adnnn only” (Plan B) for the following
reasons:

-The route lies entirely within a Withdrawal Area (“Are@ G”) proposed by the Mountain
Warfare Training Center (1J.S. Navy). By definition, a withdrawal is closed to use by the
general public.

-The route is accessible only by private road requiring the public to trespass on prlvate
property.

-The route has deteriorated due to erosion to the point of being practically impassable.

-During the BLM Workshop conducted in Jamul, CA on November 29, 2011, BLM Field
Manager John Kalish and other BLM employees acknowledged that the Plan D
designation for BMLO0012 is incorrect and should be changed to “Closed-admin only”.

B Gottg——

Brian Fallgren
32092 Hwy 94
Campo, CA 91906
(619) 478-2149

































RMP Team Lead
November 1, 2011

Page 2

The RCHCA acknowledges and appreciates the attention that the BLM gave to our
initial comments on the NOI.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the South Coast Draft
Resource Management Plan Revision. - If you have any questions, feel free to
contact Gail Barton, Principal Planner, gbarton@rctima.org.

Sincerely,

(ondyw sl‘tlma%m

Carolyn Syms Luna :
Executive Director
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2. All lands that are part of the Riverside MSHCP and San Diego MSCP should be
protected as. Areas of Critical Environmental Concern. This level of protectxon is
most consistent with the management guidance in the plans and the species
conservation goals.

3. Due to habitat fragmentation, right of ways for renewable energy projects should
be sited outside of Areas of Critical Environmental Concern.

Thank you for your agency's hard work on RMP Revision and the progress to
date. We appreciate your consideration of these comments.

Yours truly,

,J:::/v%

Dan Silver
Executive Director
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, THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

5y

December 14, 2011 Via Electronic Mail and Federal Express

‘Bureau of Land Management

Palm Springs-South Coast Field Office
1201 Bird Center Drive

Palm Springs, California 92262

To Whom It May Concern,

Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for the South Coast Resource Management Plan Revision

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) reviewed the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) for the South Coast Resource Management Plan
Revision (Project). The U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is
the lead agency for the Project. BLM prepared the Draft EIS to: (1) ensure consistency, to the
legal extent practical, with the various multi-species planning efforts and partnership agreements
BLM is working to establish throughout the South Coast region; (2) re-evaluate management
direction in light of new information and change in circumstances; (3) assess the impact of BLM
management on threatened and endangered species listed since 1993 through formal consultation
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS); (4) assess the energy related needs of the
region and meet the objectives of the President’s energy plan; and (5) address issues raised in
scoping.

The Project will guide future management of approximately 300,820 acres of BLM-administered
public land, amounting to 3% of the land base in the planning area. This includes 133,820 acres
of BLM-administered surface land (referred to as BLM public land) and 167,000 acres of federal
mineral ownership where the surface is privately owned (referred to as BL.M split estate land).
The 133,820 acres of BLM public land are scattered over a five-county area in 278 separate
parcels. Ninety-five percent of the BLM land base in the planning area is in western San Diego
and western Riverside Counties, with the remainder in southwestern San Bernardino County and
northern Los Angeles County. The Preferred Alternative identified (Alternative D) provides for
a balance between authorized resource use and the protection and long-term sustainability of
sensitive resources. It allows visitation and deveicpment within the Planning Arca while
ensuring that future development does not compromise resource protection in accordance with
the principles of multiple use and sustained yield as mandated by the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA).
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Metropolitan is pleased to submit comments for consideration by BLM during the public
comment period for the Draft EIS. In sum, Metropolitan provides these comments to ensure that
any potential impacts on its facilities in the vicinity of the Project and on Colorado River
resources are adequately addressed. Enclosure 1 shows Metropolitan’s lands and facilities
juxtaposed with BLM lands within the Project plan areca. Because the Draft EIS is evaluating the
new Resource Management Plan components in ferms of proposed activities in general,
information on specific project locations or activities may not be considered in the Draft EIS.
Without specific information, Metropolitan cannot determine specific impacts to its facilities and
rights-of-way. Therefore, our comments at this time are of a general nature, focusing on
Metropolitan’s general service system needs, concerns and issues.

BACKGROUND

Metropolitan is a public agency and regional water wholesaler comprising 26 member public
agencies serving more than 19 million people in six counties in southern California.
Metropolitan owns and operates a network of pipelines, treatment plants, and various other types
of facilities located throughout southern California. One of Metropolitan’s major water supplies
is the Colorado River via Metropolitan’s Colorade River Aqueduct (CRA). Metropolitan holds
an entitlement to water from the Colorado River. The CRA consists of tunnels, open canals,
siphons and buried pipelines. CRA-related facilities also include pumping plants, above and
below ground reservoirs and aquifers, spillways, access and patrol roads, communication
facilities, and residential housing sites. The CRA, which can deliver up to 1.2 million acre-feet
of water annually, extends 242 miles from the Colorado River, through the Mojave Desert and
into the southern California coastal plain. Five pumping plants are located along the CRA,
which consume approximately 2,500 gigawatt-hours of energy when the CRA is operating at full
capacity. The CRA commenced delivery of Colorado River water to member agencies in 1941.

Metropolitan’s Colorado River Aqueduct Transmission System (CRATS)

Metropolitan constructed the CRA in the 1930s, starting near the newly completed Parker Dam,
through remote areas of the Mojave Desert in Riverside and San Bernardino counties and
terminating near the city of Riverside. As mentioned above, five large pumping plants, whose
total electrical demand is around 300 MW, were built along the CRA. Due to the remoteness of
the area, there was no existing electrical infrastructure to transport and supply the large

amount of power required by these pumps. Therefore, Metropolitan constructed a 230 kV
transmission system to bring power from the Hoover and Parker Dam power plants to its five

pumping plants,

The water that Metropolitan transports through the CRA is critical to the population and
economy of southern California. Metropolitan was created in 1928 for the purpose of supplying
the area within its boundaries with water for domestic, industrial and other beneficial uses, and
incidentally to provide a means of creating a water supply for such surrounding areas as later
may find it advantageous to join the District. Its first objective was the construction of the CRA
and a distribution system leading to its member agencies in southern California. Historically,
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Metropolitan has supplied approximately one half of the total water used by the businesses,
industries and 19 million residents of this region, and over 50 percent of that water has come
from the CRA.

POTENTIAL IMPACTS ON METROPOLITAN’S WATER CONVEYANCE
FACILITIES AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY

Metropolitan is concerned about potential impacts on its water conveyance facilities,
transmission systems and rights-of-way that may result from the Project. Some of the land
identified as BLM lands within the Project planning area is adjacent to or is in the vicinity of
Metropolitan’s facilities, properties or easements (Enclosure 1). In particular, it appears that two
of the proposed Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC), one along the CRA and its
transmission system and a second along Metropolitan’s San Diego Pipelines may overlap
Metropolitan’s land and operational facilities (Enclosures 2 and 3). Metropolitan possesses
extensive fee properties and easements along these facilities. Metropolitan is concerned with
Project activities, such as land use restrictions (ACEC designation and otherwise), mineral and
oil extraction activities and wind and solar energy development that could:

Damage or limit access to or use of our facilities;

Create dust or spills that could affect our facilities or properties;

Impact water quality;

Create changes in runoff patterns that could lead to erosion or overtopping of facilities;
Affect local plants, animals and habitat in such a way as to impose restrictions on
Metropolitan’s operations; and

e Cause any other direct and indirect effects to Metropolitan facilities.

In order to avoid potential impacts, Metropolitan requests that the Final EIS include an
assessment of potential impacts to Metropolitan’s facilities with proposed measures to-aveid or
mitigate significant adverse effects.

Metropolitan provides the following specific comments about ifs concerns regarding potential
impacts on its facilities and rights-of-way for BLM’s consideration and incorporation into the
Final EIS and Record of Decision:

1. Metropolitan requests that the Final EIS note that neither private nor public entities have
any entitlements to build facilities or conduct any other activities on Metropolitan’s fee-
owned rights-of-way or properties, including CRA spillways.

2. Metropolitan’s facilities and fee-owned or permanent easement rights-of-way should be
considered in planning and in the Final EIS in terms of the potential impacts that may
occur due to implementation of the Project.



South Coast Resources Management Plan Revision Draft EIS

Page 4

December 14, 2011

10.

Any new activities or facilities arising out of the Project should not impact accessibility
to existing facilities or impede the use of existing facilities, including the CRA system
and the local airfields.

Metropolitan is concerned with potential impacts to its facilities associated from any
future excavation, construction, utilities or any development that may result from
implementation of the proposed Project.

Activities associated with the proposed Project must not restrict any of Metropolitan’s
day-to-day operations and/or access to its facilities.

Metropolitan must be allowed to maintain its rights-of-way and requires unobstructed
access to its facilities and properties at all times in order fo repair, maintain or replace
syslem components.

In order to avoid potential conflicts with Metropolitan’s rights-of-way, Metropolitan
requires that any management plan development and implementation, including any
design, construction, change in land use and for any other activity in the area of
Metropolitan’s open canals, pipelines, tunnels, spillways or facilities be submitted for
Metropolitan’s review and written approval. Approval of any project where it could
impact Metropolitan’s property should be contingent on Metropolitan’s approval of
design and other management plans for the project.

Detailed prints of drawings of Metropolitan’s pipelines and rights-of-way may be
obtained by calling Metropolitan’s Substructures Information Line at (213) 217-6564.

To assist in preparing plans that are compatible with Metropolitan’s facilities, easements
and properties, we have enclosed a copy of the “Guidelines for Developments in the Area
of Facilities, Fee Properties, and/or Easements of The Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California” (Enclosure 4).

All designs or plans submitted for approval must clearly identify Metropolitan’s facilities
and rights-of-way.

WATER RESOURCES: POTENTIAL IMPACTS ON WATER SUPPLIES

Metropolitan is also concerned about the Project’s potential direct and cumulative impacts on
water supplies, specifically potential impacts on Colorado River and local groundwater supplies.
In the Final EIS, BLM should assess whether the Project poses any potential impacts on the use
of the scarce Colorado River and local groundwater supplies, and if any, mitigate such impacts.
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To the extent the Project and any future Record of Decision uses Colorado River water, it must
have a documented right to do so. Metropolitan holds an entitlement to imported water supplies
from the Colorado River. Water from the Colorado River is allocated pursuant to federal law
and is managed by the Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation (USBR). In order to
lawfully use Colorado River water, a party must have an entitlement to do so. See Boulder
Canyon Project Act of 1928, 43 U.S.C. §§ 617, et seq.; Arizona v. California, 547 U.S. 150

(2006).

Entities in California are using California’s full apportionment of Colorado River water, meaning

that all

water is already contracted and no new water entitlements are available in California.

Thus, if future activities under the Project could impact Colorade River resources, project
proponents would have to obtain water from the existing junior priority holder; Metropolitan

Project

proponents would also have to fully analyze and mitigate any potential impacts on

Colorado River resources.

POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Metropolitan is also concerned about any potential environmental impacts from management
activities associated with the Project in close proximity to ifs facilities and rights-of-way.
Metropolitan provides the following specific comments on potential environmental issues for

BLM’s

1.

consideration and incorporation into the Final EIS:

The Project should not increase the potential harm to water quality from chemicals
entering subsurface water tables as has been seen with hexavalent chromium (or
Chromium 6) from natural gas pumping plants, liquid petroleum or hydrogen pumping
plants.

The Project should not increase the potential to harm water quality from new pipelines
carrying hazardous material,

Hazardous material pipelines, if any, should be placed underground when they cross the
CRA.

Any change in flow or drainage from new facilities should not cause erosion or damage
to Metropolitan’s facilities or rights-of-way (i.e. aqueduct, transmission tower footings,
roads, fencing, spillways and other surface facilities or rights-of-way).

The Project must not adversely affect Metropolitan’s Hayfield Groundwater Storage and
Recharge Project that is located south of the CRA near the Hinds Pumping Plant.

The Final EIS also needs to take into account cumulative effects of the Project on
Metropolitan’s facilitics, properties, and rights-of-way, both in the various phases of



South Coast Resources Management Plan Revision Draft EIS
Page 6
December 14, 2011

installations and taking into consideration the various types of uses on the proposed lands
evaluated in the Draft EIS.

'POTENTIAL SOCIOECONOMIC IMPACTS

Finally, the Final Draft EIS should assess the socioeconomic impacts of any avoidable impacts
on Metropolitan’s and its member agencies’ operations, including any financial or Metropolitan
rate payer impacts arising out of the Project, for example, any costs due to potential interruptions
of service and any costs resulting from required transmission upgrades or interconnections.

# * *

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
receiving future environmental and related documentation on this project. If we can be of further
assistance, please contact Dr. Debbie Drezner at (213) 217-5687.

Very truly yours,

Deirdre West

Manager, Environmental Planning Team

DD:rdl
(J\Enviernmental-Planning&Compliance\COMPLETED JOBS\September 201 1\fob No. 2011092301)

Enclosures: Maps
Metropolitan development guidelines
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ENCLOSURE 4

Guidelines for Developments in the
Area of Facilities, Fee Pro rtges, and/or Easements
.of The Hetroggiitan.ﬁater District of Southern California

1. Introdoction

a. The following general guidelines should be
followed for the design of proposed facilities and
developments in the area of Metropelitan's facilities, fee
properties, and/or easements.

b, We reguire that 3 copies of your tentative and
final record maps, grading, paving, street improvement,
landscape, storm drain, and utility plans be submitted
for our review and written approval as they pertain to
Metropolitan's facilities, fee properties and/or
easements, prior to the commencement of any construnction
work. ‘

2. Plans, Parcel and Tract Maps

The following are Metropolitan's requirements for the
identification of its facilities, fee properties, and/or
easements on your plans, parcel maps and tract maps:

&, Metropolitan's fee properties and/or easements and
its pipelines apd other facilities must be fully shown and
identified as Metropolitan's on all applicable plans.

h. Metropelitan's fee properties and/or easements
rust be shown and identified as Metropolitan's with the
official recording data on all applicable parcel and

tract maps.

C. Metropolitan's fee properties and/or easements
and existing survey monuments must be dimensionally tied
to the parcel or tract boundaries.

d. Metropolitan's records of surveys must be
referenced on the parcel and tract maps.




Maintenance of Access Along Metropolitan's Rights-of-Way

a. Proposed cut or £ill slopes exceeding 10 psrcent
are normally not allowed within Metropolitan's fee
properties or easements. This is required to facilitate the
use of construction and maintenance equipmant, and provide
access to its aboveground and belowground facilities.

b. We require that l6-~foot-wide commercial~-type
driveway approaches be constructed on both sides of all
streets crossing Metropoclitan's rights~of-way. Openings
are required in any median island. Access ramps, if
nacessary, must be at least lé~fmet-wide, Grades of ramps
are normally not allowed to excead 10 percent. If the slope
of an access ramp must exceed 10 percent due to the

. topography, the yamp must be paved. We reguire a

40-foot~lonyg level area on the driveway approach to access
ranps where the ramp meetg the streat. At Metropolitan's
fea properties, we may regquire fences and gates.

c. The terms of Metropolitan's permanent sasement
deads normally preclude the building or maintenance of
structures of any nature or kind within its easements, to
ensure safety and avoid interference with operation and
maintenance of Metropolitan's pipelines ox other facilities.
Metropolitan must have vahicular access along the sasemants
at all times for inspection, patrolling, and for maintenance
of the pipelines and other facilities on a routine basis,

We require a 20-foot-wide clear zone around all above~ground
facilities for this routine access. This clear zone should
glope away from our facility on a grade not to excead

2 percant. We must also have accaess along the sasemants

with conatruction equipment. An axample of this is shown on
Figure l.

d. The footings of any proposed buildings adjacent to
Matropolitants fee properties and/or easements must not
encroach into the fee property or easemant or impose
additional loading on Metropolitan's pipslines or other
facilities therein. A typical situation is shown on
Figure 2. Printa of the detall plans of the footings for
any building or structure adjacent to the fes property or
easement must be submitted for our review and written
approval as they pertain to the pipaiine or other facilitias
therein. Alsc, roof esaves of buildings adjacent to the
sasemant or fee property must not overhang into the fae
property or easement area.
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5.

e. Metropolitan's pipelines and cother facilities,
e.g. structures, manholes, equipment, survey monuments, etc.
within its fee properties and/or easements must be protected
from damage by the easement holder on Metropolitan's
property or the property owner where Metropolitan has an
easement, at no expense to Metropolitan. If the facility is
a cathodic protection station it shall be locatsd prior to
any grading or excavation. The exact location, description
and way of protection ghall be shown on the ralated plans .
for the easement area.

- Egsements on Metropolitan's Property

R. We encourags the use of Metropolitan's fee rights-
of-way by governmental agencies for public street and
utility purposes, provided that such use does not interfare
with Metropolitan's use of the property, the entire width of
the property is accepted into the agency's public street
system and fair market value is paid for such use of the

- right-of-way.

b. Please contact the Director of Metropolitan's
Right of Way and Land Division, telephcne (213) 250-6302,
concerning easements for landscaping, street, storm draim,
sewer, water or other public facilities proposed within
Metropolitan's fee proparties. A map and legal description
of the reguested easements must be submitted. Also, written
evidence must be submitted that shows the city or county
will accept the easemsnt’ for the specific purposes into its
public system. The grant of the easement will be subject to
Metropolitan's rights to use its land for water pipelines
and ralated purposes to the same extent as if such grant head
not been made. There will be a charge for the easement.
Please note that, if entry is required on the property prior
to issuance of the esasement, an entry parmit must be
obtained. There will also be a charge for the entry permit.

Landscaping

Metropolitan's landscape gnidelines for its fee
properties and/or easements are as follows:

#. A green halt'may be allowed within Metropolitan's
fee property or sasement.

b. All landscape plans shall show the location and
size of Metropolitan's fee property and/or easement and the
location and size of Metropolitan's pipeline or other
facilities therein.




6.

¢. Absplutely no trees will bhe allowed within 15 faet
of the centerline of Mstropolitan's existing or future
pipelines and facilities.

4. Deap-rooted treas are prohibited within _
Matropolitan's fee properties and/or essements. Shallow-

‘rooted treees are the only trees allowed. The shallow-rooted

trees will not be permitted any closar than 15 feet from the
centerline of the pipeline, snd such trees shall not be
taller than 25 feet with a root spread no graater than

20 faet in diametar at maturity, Shrubs, bushes, vines, and
ground cover are permitted, but larger shyubz and bushes
should not be planted directly over ocur pipsline. Turf ia
agcaptable, We raquire submittal of landscape plans for
uetropo%ftan‘s prior review and written approval. (Sae
Figure .

e. The landscape plans must contain provisions for
Matropolitan's vehicular acceas at all timas along its -
rights~of-way to its pipelines or facilities therein.
Gatas capable of accepting Metropolitan's locks are
required in any fences acrogs its rights-of-way. Also,
any walks or drainage facilitles acroms its access route
nust be constructed to AASHTO H=20 loading standards,

f. Rights to landscape any of Matropolitan's fee
propertias must be acguired from its Right of Way and
Land Division. Appropriate entry permits must be obtained
prior to any antry on its property. There will be a chargas
for any entry permit or masemants requirsd.

‘Fencggg

Metropolitan reqguires that perimeter fancing of its faee
proparties and facilities be constructed of universal chain
iink, 6 feat in haight and topped with 3 strande of barbed
wire angled upward and outward at a 45 degree angla or an
approved squal for a total fence height of 7 feat. BSuitable
subsatitute fencing may be considered by Metropolitan,
{(Please sse Tigure 5 for details).

Utilities in Me 1itan's Feea Properties and/or Ensements
ar Egjncent to Ets §Z§§§§no §§ EﬁE;Ec §§§octa .

Matropolitan's policy for the alinement of utilities

- permitted within its fee propexrties and/or sassments and

straet rights-of-way is as follows:
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a. Parmanent structuras, including catch basins,
manholeg, powar poles, telephone riser boxes, etc., shall
not be located within its fee properties and/or easements.

b. Fe request that permanent utility structures
within public streets, in which Metropolitan‘s facilities
are constructed under the Metropolitan Water District
Act, be placed as far from our pipeline as possibia, but
not closer than 5 feet from the cutside of our pipeline.

c. The inétallation of utilities over or under
Metropolitan's pipeline(s) must be in accordance with the

‘regquiremsnts shown on the snclosed prints of Drawings

Nos. C~11632 and C-9547. Whenever possible we request a
minimum of one foot clearance between Matropolitan's pipe
and your facility. Temporary support of Metropolitan's
pipe may also be required at undercrossings of its pipe
in an open trench. The temporary support plans must be
reviewsd and approved by Metropolitan.

d. Lateral utility crossings of uat:opoiitan's

_pipelines must be as sndicular to its pipeline
EGIP

alinemsent as practica Prioxr to any excavation our

pipeline shall be located manually and any excavation
within two feet of our pipeline must be done Ly hand.
This shall be noted on the appropriate drawings.

e. Utilitles constructed longitudinally within
Metropolitan's rights~of-way must be located outside the
theoretical trench prism for uncovering its pipaline and
must be located parallel to and as close tc ite rights-
of-way lines as practical.

f. VWhen piping is jacked or installed in jacked
casing or tunnel undar Matropolitan's pipe, there must be
at least two feet of vertical clearance between the
bottom of Metropolitan's pipe and the top of the jacked
pipe, jacked casing or tunnel. We also require that
detail drawings of the shoring for the jacking or
tunneling pits be submittad for our review and approval.
Provisions must be made to grout any voids around the
exterior of the jacked pipe, jacked cazing or tunnel., If
the piping is installed in a jacked casing or tunnel the
annular space between the piping and the jacked casing or
tunnel must be filled with grout.
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' g. Overhead electrical and telephone line
requirements:

1) Conductor clearances are to conform to the
California State Public Utilities Comnmission, General
-Oxder 95, for Overhead Electrical Line Construction or
at a greater clearance if required by Matropolitan,
Ugd;r no circumstances shall clearance be less than
3 ast ., _

2} A marker must be attachad to the power pole
showing the ground clearance and line voltage, to help
prevent damage to your facilities during maintenance or
other work being done in the area,

3) Line clearance over Matropolitan's fee
properties and/or easements shall be shown on the
drawing to indicate the lowast point of the line
under the most adverse conditions including
consideration of sag, wind load, temperature change,
and support type. We require that overhead lines be
located at least 30 feet laterally away from all
above=-ground structures on the pipelines.

4) When underground electrical conduits,
120 volts or greater, are installed within
Metropolitan's fee property and/or easement, the
conduits must be incased in a minimum of three inches
of red concrete. Where posasible, above ground warning
signs must also bs placed at the right-of-way lines
where the conduits enter and exit the right-of-way.

k. The construction of sawerlines in Metropolitan's
fee properties and/or easements must conform to the
California Department of Health Services Criteria for the
Separation of Water Mains and Eanitary Services and the
local City or County Health Code Ordinance as it ralates to
installation of sewers in the vicirity of prassure
waterlines, The construction of sewerlines should also
conform to these standards in street rights-oi- way.

i. Cross sections shall be provided for all pipeline
crossings showing Metropolitan's fee property and/or
pasement limits and the location of our pipeline(s). The
exact locations of the crossing pipelines and their
elevations shall be marked on as-built drawings for our
information, _




4. Potholing of Metropolitan's pipeline is required
if the vertical clearance between a utility and .
Metropolitan's pipeline is indicated on the plan to be one
foot or less, If the indicated clearance is between one and
two feet, potholing is suggested. Metropolitan will provide
a representative to assiats others in locating and
identifying its pipeline., Two-working days notice is
requested,

k. Adequate shoring and bracing is required for the
full depth of the trench when the excavation encroaches
within the zone shown on Figure 4.

- 1., The location of utilities within Metropolitan's
fee property and/or easement shall be plainly marked to
help prevent damage during maintenance or other work done
in the area. Detectabla tape over buried utiljties
should be placed a minimum of 12 inches above the utility
and shall conform to the following regquiremants:

i)" Water pipeline: A two-inch blue warning
tape shall be imprinted with:

*CAUTION BURIED H?EER PIPELIRE*

2) Gas, oil, or chemical pipeline: A
two-inch yellow warning tape shall be imprinted
with: '

"CAUTION BURIED PIPELINE"

3) Sewer or storm drain pipeline: A
two~inch gresn warning tape shall be imprinted with:

"CAUTION BURIED ______ FIPELINE®

4)  Electric, street lighting, or traffic
signals conduit: A two~inch red warning tape shall
be imprinted with:

“CAUTION BOURIED CONDUIT"

5} Telephone, or television conduit: A
- two=-inch orange warning tape shall be imprinted
with:

"CAUTION BURIED . CONDUIT"




m. Cathodic Protaction requirements:

1) If there is a cathodic protection station
for Metropolitan's pipeline in the area of the proposed
work, it shall be located prior to any grading or
excavation. 7The exact location, description and manner
of protection shall be shown on all applicable plans.
Please contact Metropolitan's Corrosion Engineering
Section, located at Metropolitan's F, E. Weymouth
Softening and Filtration Plant, 700 North Moreno
Avenune, La Verne, Califormia 91750, telephone (714}
593~7474, for the locations of Metropolitan's cathodic
protection stations.

2) If an induced-currant cathodic¢ protection
system is to be installed on any pipeline crossing
Metropolitan's pipeline, please contact Mr. Wayne E,
Risner at (714) 593-7474 or (213) 250-5085. He will
review the proposed system and determine 1f any
conflicts will arise with the existing cathodic
protection systeme installed by Metropolitan.

3) - Within Metropolitan's rights-of-way,
pipelines and carrier pipes (casings) shall be coated
with an approved protective coating to conform to
Metropolitan's requirements, and shall be maintained in
a neat and orderly condition as directed by Metropolitan.
The application and monitoring of cathodic protection
on the pipeline and casing shall conform to Title 49 of
the Code of Federal’ Regulations, Part 195.

4) If a steel carrier pipe (casing) is used:

{a) Cathodic protection shall be provided
by use of a sacrificial magnesium anode (a skatch
showing the cathodic protection details can be
provided for the designers information).

{b)} The steel carrier pipe shall be
protected with a coal tar enamel coating inside
and out in accordance with AWWA €203 specification.

: n. All trenches shall ba excavated to comply with the
CAL/OSHA Construction Bafety Orders, Article &, beginning
with Sections 1539 through 1547. Trench backfill shall be
placed in 8-inch lifts and shall be compacted to 95 percent
relative compaction {ASTM D698) across roadways and through
protective dikes. Trench backfill elsewhare will be
compacted to 90 percent relative compaction (ASTM DE98).
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0. Control cablesg connected with the operation of
Metropolitan's system are buried within streets, its fee
properties and/or eassments. The locations and elevations
of these csbles shall he shown on the drawings. The
drawings shall note that prioxr to any excavation in the
area, the control cables shall be located and measures
shall be taken by the contractor to protect the cables in
place,

P Metyopolitan iz a member of Underground Service
Alert (USA). The contractor (excavator) shall contact
USA at 1~800-422~4133 (Southern California) at least 48
hours pricr to starting any excavation work. The contractor
will be liable for any damage to Metropolitan's facilitieg
ag a rasult of the construction.

Paramount Right

Facilities constructed within Metropolitan's fee
properties and/or easements shall be subject to the

‘paramount right of Metropolitan to use its fee properties

and/or easements for the purpose for which they were
acquired. If at any time Metropolitan or its assigns
should, in the exercise of their rights, £ind it necessary
to remove any of the facilities from ths fee properties
and/or easements, such removal and replacement shall be at
the expense of the owner of the facility.

Modification of Metropolitan's Facilities

When a manhole or other of Metropolitan's facilities
must be modified to accommodate your construction or recons-
truction, Metropolitan will modify the facilities with its
forces. This should be noted on the construction plans. The
astimated cost to perform this modification will be given to
you and we will reguire a deposit for this amount before the
work is performed. Once the deposit is received, we will
schedule tha work. Our forces will coordinate th- work with
your contractor. Our final billing will be based on actual
cost incurred, and will include materials, construction,
engineering plan review, inspection, and adminigtrative
overhead charges calculated in accordance with Metropolitan's
standard accounting practices. If the cost is less than the
deposit, a refund will be made; however, if the cost axceeds
the deposit, an invoice will be forwarded for payment of the
additional amount.
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10. Drainage

a. Residential or commercial development typically
increases and concentrates the peak gtorm water runoff as
well as the total ysarly storm runoff from an area, thereby
increazing the requirements for storm drain facilities
downstream of the development. Also, throughout the year
water from landscape irrigation, car washing, and other
outdoor domestic water uses flows into the storm drainage
tystem resulting in weesd abatement, insect infestation,
obstructed access and other problems. Therafore, it is
‘Matropolitan's usual practice not to approve plans that show
discharge of drainage from developments onto its fae
properties and/or easements.

b. If water must be carried across or discharged onto
Matropolitan's fae properties and/or easements, Metropolitan
will insist that plans for development provide that it be
carried by closed conduit or lined opan channel approved in -
writing by Metroponlitan. Also the drainage facilities must be
maintained by others, e.g., city, county, homeowners association,
etc. If the development proposes changes to existing drainage
features, then the developer shall make provisions to provide
for replacement and these changes must be approved by Metropolitan
in wxiting. . '

11. Construction Coordination

During construction), Metropolitan's field representative
will make periocdic inspections. We regquest that & stipulation
be added to the plans or specifications for notification of
Mr. of Mstropolitan's Operations Services Branch,
telephone (413) 250- + 8t least two working days prior to
any work in the vicinity of our facilities.

12. Pipeline Loading Restrictions

a. Metropolitan’s pipelines and conduits vary in
structural strength, and some are not adeguate for
AASHTO H-20 loading. Therafore, specific loads over the
specific sections of pipe or conduit must be reviewed and
approved by Metropolitan. However, Metropolitan's pipelines
are typically adequate for AASHTO E-20 loading provided that
the cover over the pipaline is not less than four fest or
the cover is not substantially incressed. Xf the temporary
covar over the pipeline during construction is between three
and four feet, equipment must restricted to that which
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imposes loads no greater than AASHTO H-10. If the cover is
between two and three feet, equipment must be restricted to
that of a Caterpillar D-4 tract-type tractor. If the cover
is less than two feet, only hand equipment may be used. -
Also, if the contractor plans to use any equipment over
Metropolitan's pipeline which will impose loads greater than
AASHTO H~20, it will be necessary to submit the specifications
of such equipment for our review and approval at least one
week prior to its use. More restrictive requirements may
apply to the loading guideline over the San Diego Pipelines
1 and 2, portions of the Orange County Feeder, and the
Colorado River Aqueduct. Please contact us for loading
restrictions on all of Metropolitan's pipelinez and
conduits. :

b. The existing cover over the pipeline shall be
maintained unless Metropolitan determines that proposed
changes do not pose a hazard to the integrity of the
pipeline or an impediment to its maintenance.

Blasting

a. At least 20 days prior to the start of any
drilling for rock excavation blasting, or any blasting, in
tha vicinity of Metropolitan's facilities, a two-part
preliminary conceptual plan shall be submitted to
Metropeolitan as follows: '

b. Part 1 of the conceptual plan shall include a
complete summary of proposed transportation, handling,
storage, and use of explosions.

c. Part 2 shall include the proposed general concept
for blasting, including controlled blasting techniques and
controls of ncise, fly rock, airblast, and ground vibration.

CEQA Requirements

- ¥when Environmental Documents Have Not Bamn
Preparad

1) Regulations implementing the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regquire that
Metropolitan have an opportunity to consult with the
agency or consultants preparing any environmental
documentation. We are required to review and consjider
the environmental effects of the project as shown in
the Regative Declaration or Environmental Impact Report
{EIR) prepared for your project bafore committing
Metropolitan to approve your request.
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‘ 2) In order to ensure compliance with the
regulations implementing CEQA where Metropolitan is not
the Lead Agency, the following minimum procedures to
ensure compliance with the Act have been established:

&) Metropolitan shall be timely advised of
any determination that & Categorical Exemption
applies to the project., The Lead Agency is to
advise Metropolitan that it and@ other agencies
participating in the project have complied with
the raquirements of CEQA prior to Metropolitan's
participation.

b) Metropolitan is to be consulted during
the preparation of the Negative Declaration or
EIR.

¢) Metropolitan is to review and submit any
necessary comments on the Negative Declaration or
draft EIR. '

d} Metropolitan iz to be indemnified for
any costs or liability arising out of any -
violation of any laws or regulations including but
not limited to the California Environmental
Quality Act and its implementing regulations.

b. When Environmental Documents Have Been Prepared

If environmental documents have been prepared for your
project, please furnish us a copy for our review and files
in a timely manner g0 that wa may have sufficient time to
raviev and comment. The following steps must also be
accomplizhed: :

1} The Lead Agency is to advise Metropolitan
that it and othar agencies participating in the project
have complied with the requirements of CEQA prior to
Metropolitan's participation.

2) You must agree to indemnify Matropolitan, its
officers, engineers, and agents for any costs or
liability.arising out of any violation of any laws or
regulstions including but not limited to the California
Environmental Quality Act and its implementing regulations.

Metropolitan's Plan-Review Cost

a. An engineering review of your proposed facilities
and developments and the preparation of a letter response
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giving Metropolitan's comments, requirements anc/or approval
that will require B man-hours or less of effort is typicallv
performed at no cost to the developer, unless a facility
must be modified where Metropclitan hasg superior rights. If
an engineering review and letter response requires more than
8 man-hours of effort by Matropolitan to detarmine if the
proposed facility or development is compatible with its
facilities, or if modifications to Metropolitan's manhole(s)
or othar facilities will be required, then all of
Metropolitan's costs associated with the project must be
paid by the developer, unless the devaloper has supsrior

rights.

O - N A deposit of funds will be required from the
developer before Metropolitan can begin its detailed
enginearing plan review that will exceed § houras. The
amount of the required deposit will be determined after a
cursory review of the plans for the proposed development.

c. Metropeolitan's final billing will be based on
actual cost incurred, apd will include engineeying plan
review, lnspection, materials, construction, and
adninistrative overhead charges calculated in accordance
with Metropolitan's standard accounting practices. If the
cost is less than the deposit, a refund will be made;
however, if the cost exceeds the deposit, an invoice will be
forwarded for paymsnt of the additional amount, Additional
deposits may be required if the cost of Metropolitan's
review exceeds the amount of the initial deposit.

Caution

We advise you that Metropolitan's plan reviews and
responses are baged upon information available to
Metropolitan which was prepared by or on behalf of
Metropolitan for general recoxd purposaes only. Such
information may not be sufficiently detailed or accurate for
your purpeses. No warranty of any kind, either express or
implied, is attached to the information therein conveyed as
to its accuracy, and no inference should be drawn from
Metropolitan's failure to comment on any aspect of your
project. You are therefore cautioned to make such surveys
and other field investigations as yov may deem prudent to
agsures yourself that any plans for your project are correct.
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17. additional Information
Should you require additional information, please contact:

Metropolitan wWater District
of Southern California
P.O. Box 5418523
Log Angeles, Califorxrniz 90054-0153
(213} 217-6000

JER/MRW/1Xk
Rev, January 22, 1989
Encl.
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SECTION "A~4"
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Mr. John Kalish

BLM South Coast Field Office Manager
1201 Bird Center Drive

Palm Springs, CA 92262
capsscrmp@blm.gov

Dear Mr. Kalish:

Thank you for soliciting comments in response to the revised South Coast Resource Management Plan (RMP).
I have lived in Fallbrook, a small town on the eastern edge of Camp Pendleton, for nearly half a century.
Family, friends and I have all grown up enjoying the scenic beauty and endless fascination of “the river.” One
friend, writer Laura Rhoton McNeal, has written an award-winning book featuring the Santa Margarita (under a
slight name change) called Dark Water. Thanks to frequent meanders and childhood explorations of the river
and its surroundings, my two sons have become PhD biologists. Dr, Daniel Gluesenkamp is Executive Director
of Calflora, in northern California, and Dr. Andrew Gluesenkamp is a herpetologist for Texas State Parks and
Wildlife.

I urge the BLM to recommend the Santa Margarita River for protection as a Wild & Scenic River in the final
RMP. The Santa Margarita River is regarded as one of the last free flowing rivers in southern California and it
possesses outstandingly remarkable scenic, recreational, wildlife, botanical, ecological, scientific, and
historical/cultural values. About 10 miles of this scenic river between Interstate 15 and the eastern boundary of
Camp Pendleton flow largely through public lands managed by the BLM, as well as state and local agencies.
The BLM should consider Wild & Scenic protection for the entire 10-mile segment, to be jointly managed by
the federal, state, and local agencies with jurisdiction along the river.

I urge the BLM to adopt Alternative B, which emphasizes the protection and conservation of natural resources,
including wildlife and habitat. Alternative B also proposes protection for more-Areas of Critical Environmental
Congern (ACEC), including an expanded Santa Margarita River Ecological Reserve ACEC and establishment
of the newly proposed Upper Santa Clara River ACEC. In addition, Alternative B proposes to protect all lands
.Wlth wilderness characteristics and to reasonably limit grazing and off-highway vehicle use to protect wildlife
habitat, water quality, and other uses of the public lands. Not the least of which is the inestimable value of wild
places as growing grounds for future scientists and conservationists.

Please notify me when the BLM completes a final South Coast RMP for public review.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

Katherine Giuesenkamp Lambert
1920 Winter Warm -
Fallbrook CA 92028

N R

508 W 61030 1

Friends and future conservationists kiuer;wadfng; 1980)s.
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